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During the interview, Applicant's representative and Examiners 
discussed following prior arts of record: 

► Aasted (EP 0 945 069); 

► KnqbeKWO 98/52425); 

► Barger et al. (US 3,171,731); 

► Richie et al. (US 3,013,306); ' 

► Austin (US 4,076,207); 

► Young (US 2,363,107); 

► Walker (US 4,057,874). 

During the interview, Examiners proposed the amendment to change the 
claimed language from means-plus-function to overcome the 112 first 
paragraph and second paragraphs. The proposed amendment to drawings 
include supply source for the cooling medium under pressure. Claims as 
amended in RCE, filed on 6/16/2009, -witb overcome the prior arts rejections'^ 
cited in the previous office action. AppHcant's representative suggested 
removing phrase "porous" from claims 27 and 28 to overcome the 112 issues. 



